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Guest Editorial -Coming of Age: Developments, Dilemmas and Debates about Anti-Social Behaviour
This special edition of Safer Communities provides an opportunity to reflect and take stock of antisocial behaviour (ASB) legislation, policy and experiences. Since being introduced eighteen years ago by the Crime and Disorder Act (1998), ASB policy has adopted a number of foci including noisy neighbours (1997) (1998) (1999) (2000) (2001) , environmental concerns (2001) (2002) (2003) (2004) (2005) , 'respect' and early intervention with young people (2005) (2006) (2007) (2008) (2009) (2010) , and victims (2010-present) . The breadth of behavioural issues encompassed by ASB policy is vast and as Squires and Stephen (2005) duly note, an ASB industry has emerged. This special edition contains a range of practitioner and academic papers that consider various aspects of the ASB industry, as well as lived experiences of ASB, providing a timely insight into current debates in the field.
It is a very opportune moment to consider developments within the ASB landscape, given that the biggest wholesale changes to ASB policy took place two years ago with the introduction of the AntiSocial Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act (2014). The act completely reconstituted existing ASB powers and streamlined them from nineteen to six, which understandably had a big impact on practice. With two years having passed since the legislative changes became enforceable, we are starting to see how the new powers have been interpreted by practitioners. In her paper, Kirsty Not only has the new legislation altered practice, it has also demonstrated the latest shift in policy emphasis, towards an agenda that 'puts victims first ' (Home Office, 2012a) . This is a welcome development, given the perpetrator-centric approaches of many previous policies. It also gives ASB policy a more inclusive sense, given the particular focus on vulnerable and repeat victims (Home Office, 2011; 2012b) . Taking victims of ASB more into account has facilitated debates about the targeted nature of some types of ASB that relate to individuals' personal characteristics such as 2 disability and sexual orientation. There are clearly some blurred boundaries between hate incidents and ASB (Duggan and Heap, 2013) , especially when considering the traditional harassment, alarm and distress definition. Adopting a broader definition of ASB, James Roffee and Andrea Waling's paper highlights the complexities of ASB when considering microaggressions experienced and perpetrated within LGBTIQ+ 1 communities, in Australia. Their work uncovers intra-community microaggressions, building on previous research that suggests microaggressions against LGBTIQ+ people is a result of heterosexism. This paper provides a valuable insight into an emerging area of ASB study, which requires further investigation so interventions (be they educational or policyrelated) can be put in place to ameliorate the harms being caused.
The new victims' policy focus has not meant that perpetrators have been entirely forgotten. It is evident that conceptions of, and methods for tackling, ASB have changed rapidly over the past eighteen years. However, a number of traditional dilemmas plaguing the study and management ASB have remained stubbornly the same. For example, the legal definition of ASB entailing 'behaviour that caused (or is likely to cause) harassment, alarm or distress to one or more persons not of the same household' remains as flexible and broad as it ever has. In fact, the scope for subjectivity and tolerance to play an even bigger role in behavioural perceptions has widened, due to the PSPO definition of ASB relating to anything that has a detrimental effect on the quality of life.
No doubt this will make it more difficult to accurately count incidents of ASB, but from an efficacy perspective it also makes the trend of barely evidenced and unevaluated ASB powers likely to continue. The marginalisation and criminalisation of young people through the application of ASB powers such as dispersal orders, as noted by scholars such as Smithson and Flint (2006) and Crawford and Lister (2007) , also looks set to continue. This is primarily because much of the substantive parts of the original legislation have not dramatically changed (Heap, 2014) ASB is not intended to be unduly critical of the practitioners working every day to reduce ASB, who are faced with complex problems and difficult individuals. What is required is well-thought through policies that cannot be manipulated to create extreme or unfair sanctions, as well as investment into support services to prevent reoffending and protect victims. It will certainly be interesting to see how the situation develops over the next ten years… I would like to take this opportunity to express my thanks to all the authors for contributing to this special edition. Thank you for taking the time to produce a collection of high-quality and insightful papers, respond to the reviewers' comments and making my job pretty straightforward. I am particularly indebted to the practitioner contributors, given that writing is not part of their 'day jobs'.
Including voices from the frontline is extremely valuable and I hope we can keep in touch. Thank you to all the reviewers who undertook the peer review process, you've been brilliant and had a really
